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S U P c i . f u & J B R A N C H
S D M S Document I D

Ms. Bonnie L a v e l l e 2007404R e m e d i a l P r o j e c t M a n a g e rEPA Region 8 (8EPR-SR)999 18™ S t r e e t , S u i t e 300Denver, C o l o r a d o 80202-2466
R E : P r o p o s e d P l a n f o r C l e a n i n g U p R e s i d e n t i a l S o i l s w i t h i n t h e VasquezBoulevard & I n t e r s t a t e 70 S u p e r f u n d Site - Denver, C o l o r a d o
Dear Ms. L a v e l l e :
T h a n k you for the o p p o r t u n i t y to review and make comments on the P r o p o s e dP l a n f o r C l e a n i n g U p R e s i d e n t i a l S o i l s w i t h i n t h e Vasquez Boulevard & I n t e r s t a t e70 S u p e r f u n d Site - Denver, C o l o r a d o , that were prov ided to the VB/l-70W o r k i n g G r o u p on May 16, 2002. Asarco is making these general commentsw i t h o u t waiv ing any of the o b j e c t i o n s and comments it has p r e v i o u s l y made onthe Risk Ass e s sment and R e m e d i a l I n v e s t i g a t i o n / F e a s i b i l i t y S t u d y , e i ther inw r i t i n g or in me e t ing s wi th the EPA and the W o r k G r o u p . Our general p o i n t sabout the p r o p o s e d p l a n are as f o l l o w s :
• All o f the a l t e r n a t i v e s except for the "No Act ion" a l t e r n a t i v e a p p e a r to bed i r e c t e d at l eas t in part (if not totally) at c l e a n i n g up sources that are ou t s i d et h e scope o f E P A ' s s t a t u t o r y a u t h o r i t y (e.g., homeowners a p p l i c a t i o n o fh e r b i c i d e s / p e s t i c i d e s and e x t e r i o r / i n t e r i o r lead based p a i n t ) .
• EPA s tate s in the propo s ed p l a n t h a t action l e v e l s of 240 ppm for arsenic and1100 ppm for lead would have been pro t e c t ive for the site but the p r o p o s e dp l a n does not eva lua t e an a l t e r n a t i v e with those action l eve l s . The EPAs h o u l d have done an a l t e r n a t i v e for those act ion l eve l s .
• The action level for arsenic was reduced f r o m 240 ppm in a l t e rna t iv e s 2 & 3down to 128 ppm in a l t e r n a t i v e 4 ( t h e p r e f e r r e d a l t e r n a t i v e ) and 47 ppm ina l t e r n a t i v e 5. The reason for these r educ t i on s is not c l e a r l y s tated in thep r o p o s e d p l a n .
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• If the arsenic action level was reduced because of soil p i ca behavior, then thereduc t ion is i n a p p r o p r i a t e . T h e r e is no reported soil p i ca behavior at t h i s site.T h e r e has never been a reported case of acute arsenic t o x i c i t y in humansf r o m arsenic in so i l . All o f the numbers reported s u r r o u n d i n g t h i s t h e or e t i ca lsoil p ica behavior are h i g h l y uncertain. Lower ing the ac t ion level for abehavior that l i k e l y does not exist is not j u s t i f i a b l e and is incons i s t en t with theN a t i o n a l C o n t i n g e n c y P l a n .
• On p a g e 6, the propo s ed p l a n s tates that CDPHE has a l r e a d y i n d i c a t e d toEPA a p r e f e r e n c e for a l t e r n a t i v e 4 and that EPA t h e r e f o r e eva lua t ed stateacceptance as part of t h i s Propos ed P l a n . If the arsenic action level wasreduced to get s tate acceptance to the Propos ed P l a n or b e cau s eJhe . s t a t e_bel ieves there is a s tate requirement that d i c t a t e s a lower number, then EPAs h o u l d have analyzed the incremental cost and the state s h o u l d be pr epar edto pay the incremental cost pur suan t to sec t ion 121 (f) of C E R C L A .
• On p a g e 5 the p r o p o s e d p l a n s ta te s that given the other sources of lead thatmay be present in a child's home, EPA d e c i d e d to se lect a more pro t e c t i v es t a n d a r d of 540 ppm lead in s o i l . This d e c i s i on is not well s u p p o r t e d in thepropo s ed p l a n . E P A ' s a u t h o r i t y re la t e s t o soil a n d ou tdoor expo sure s only.The more a p p r o p r i a t e remedy would have been to keep the 1100 ppm leadaction number and have the communi ty h e a l t h program to dea l with the othersources. D u r i n g W o r k G r o u p M e e t i n g s , EPA di scus s ed successes at othersites with communi ty h e a l t h programs that d e a l t w i th th e site s p e c i f i c "mul t i -media" a d d i t i o n a l sources of l e a d .

T h a n k you for the o p p o r t u n i t y to comment on t h i s document. If you have anyques t ions r e g a r d i n g these comments, p l e a s e contact me at 303-296-5115.

S j r j c e r e l y ,

Bob LitleAsarco

Cc: VB I-70 W o r k G r o u p Members


